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As a veterinai?an. it’is my responsibility-to provide for the health and well-heitlg of:,nonhuman animals of various 
types. One of the fundamental eonsider+ions for this is the provision of adequ$c n&risl~merrt. To wirhhold this, 
when it is not medically indicated, would cailse severe.ditninislllnetlt & the well-being of the individual; as well as 
put the individual at risk for disease ancJl death. 

It is, therefore, alarming that the ppultry industry utilizes an‘d advocates the N ithholding of ntl food for LIP to 14 
days in order to synchronize the layirlg cycle of hens u.&d’for egg produ~~i~~~~. ‘/‘his industry standard, known as 
forced molting, is part of textbooks 011 the su#ect and is taught in miniat scicilc< cottr~es. It is not done for the 
benefit of the hens. It is not done because it is medically indicated. It is done,sintplj to maximize profits for the 
producer. 

The ethical costs of forcecI molting are ~trbnomical. The cl?ickem arq,placecl in a position.of li@rally being 
starved, which causes severe diminishnm~t in their well-being. They are so se,~eerely-stressed that many undergo 
dis@vss, which is the situatio? when theibody caMnor deal effectively with a ~ire~;il~f stimulus. Although stress is 
unavoidable iI! life and can be beneficiaf to survival, to cause an individual .ciisl&*~;i; Is.@ruel, especially when it is 
not intended to help the individual. The distress can be so great that a subs~~rlai mrmljer of the chickens wi1.l Ijot 
survive the forced molting process. This is testimony to the suffering haflicied on tJ3.g~ birds. 

The withholding of food from my individua# wh&l~this is‘not intetided to hiip the $djvidual ,is rnoraily 
1 

Gnconscionable and shduld not be dondoned’by thoughtfLt1, compassionate md humi& fninded‘peopl-e. No rational 
person woutd do this to cats, dogs or other animals. It is ethically, biotogica!l?* and l.egally inconsistent to do it to 
chickens. 
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